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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-7, 10-11, 13-16, 18, 20-26, 29-30, 32-35 and 37 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-7, 10-11, 13-16, 18, 20-26, 29-30, 32-35 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Patterson (U.S. Publication 2003/0236775) in view of Stein et 
al. (hereafter Stein) (U.S. Patent 5,896,495). 

4. Patterson and Stein were cited in the previous office action. 

* 

5. As to claim 20, Patterson teaches a method for interacting with a target software product 
having user interface functionality, comprising: 

executing a script that involves interaction with the user interface functionality of the 
target software product [abstract, lines 5-8; pg. 1, paragraph 5]; and 

interfacing with a manipulation tool library to carry out at least two functions specified in 
the script, wherein the at least two functions include [Fig.3; 440, Fig. 4; pg. 3, paragraph 32]: 

searching for a user interface object using a selectable one of a plurality of different 

search strategies provided by the manipulation tool library [pg. 3, paragraph 37]. 



1 
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6. Patterson does not specifically teach event handling for executing a callback function 
upon the occurrence of a specified event caused by a firing of the user interface object, the 
callback function executing a prescribed function upon the occurrence of the specified event. 
However, Stein teaches executing a callback function upon occurrences of an event caused by a 
firing of a user interface object and as a result the callback function executing a prescribed 
function (i.e. sending a new message as a result of receiving an acknowledgement from the GUI 
program that it is ready to process a new message) [Stein, col. 5, lines 1-22 and 43-56; col. 2, 
lines 15-57]. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, to have modified the teaching of Patterson with the teaching of Stein 
because the teaching of Stein can further enhances the teaching of Patterson by properly 
addressing the synchronization issue with GUI testing as being considered by Stein [Stein, col. 2, 
lines 39-57]. 

* 

* 

7. As to claim 21, Patterson as modified does not specifically teach interfacing with the 
target software product using a window-type interface and an accessibility interface. However, 
Patterson disclosed interfacing with the target software product through the graphical user 
interface objects and their underlying control functionality [pg. 2, paragraph 29, lines 1-4; pg. 3, 
paragraph 37, lines 3-5; pgs.3-4, paragraphs 38-42]. It would have been obvious to one of an 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to have modified the teaching of 
Patterson to include interfacing with the target software product using various interfaces because 

♦ 

Patterson's disclosure of interfacing with user interface objects would applied to various 
interfaces which implicitly interacts/interfaces with the target software. 
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8. As to claim 22, Patterson as modified teaches wherein one of the selectable search 
strategies is an SQL-type query string search strategy that involves comparing a specified string 
with information associated with the user interface object [pg. 3, paragraph 37, lines 9-21 ; pgs. 
3-4, paragraphs 38-40]. 

* 

* 

9. As to claim 23, Patterson as modified does not specifically teach wherein one of the 
selectable search strategies is a flag-based attribute search strategy. However, Patterson 
disclosed a unique name string that contains a predetermined set of properties of a GUI object, 
the properties of the GUI object in the unique name are organized such that it is easy to extract 
the property names from the string name of the GUI object, and determine the closest matching 
GUI object based on the properties matched [pgs. 4-5, paragraphs 49-63]. It would have been 
obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to have 
recognized that the teaching of Patterson involves the comparison of various attribute value and 
flag information. 

10. As to claim 24, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 22 and 23 above. 

11. As to claim 25, Patterson as modified teaches teach wherein another function of the 
manipulation tool library comprises event handling for blocking the execution of the script until 
the specified event or a second specified event has occurred within a specified timeout period 
[Stein, col. 5, lines 1-22; col. 2, lines 15-57]. 
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12. As to claim 26, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 25 above. 

13. As to claim 29, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 20 and 25 above. 

14. As to claims 30 and 32-35, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 21-24 
and 26 above. 

15. As to claim 37, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 20 above. 

16. As to claims 1-7, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 20-26 above. 

17. As to claim 10, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 6 above. 

18. As to claims 1 1 and 13-16, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 2-5 
and 7 above. 

19. As to claim 18, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. 

20. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 5,640,537 to Jessen et al. 
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Response to Arguments 

21 . Applicant's arguments filed 7/26/07 have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 

22. In the remarks, Applicant argued in substance that: 

a. The Office has not shown th^t Patterson or Patterson in combination with Stein 
anticipates or renders obvious "event handling logic configured to monitor a firing of the 
user interface object and execute a callback function..." as currently amended into claim 
1 and other independent claims. 

23. Examiner respectfully traversed Applicant's remarks: 

24. As to point (a), the examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Stein's teaching of 
executing callback function upon occurrences of an event caused by a firing of a user interface 
object and as a result the callback function executing a prescribed function (i.e. sending a new 

« 

message as a result of receiving an acknowledgement from the GUI program that it is ready to 
process a new message) [Stein, col. 5, lines 1-22 and 43-56; col. 2, lines 15-57] as cited clearly 
satisfied the claimed limitation. Therefore, Applicant's argument is not persuasive. 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 

* 

MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

« 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571) 272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-6:00pm Monday-Thursday and alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. The fax phone number for the 



organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

■ 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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